Remarks 



The Applicants have amended Claims 29 and 40 to recite that the ultra-fine fibers are 
uniformly entangled with each other in the thickness direction. Support may be found in the 
Applicants' specification in a number of locations such as on page 21, line 27. Claim 40 has 
further been amended to include the tensile strength amount currently recited in Claim 29. Thus, 
Claim 40 now also recites a tensile strength of 70 N/cm or more. 

Claim 43 has been amended to recite that at least one surface of the leather sheet is raised 
by sand paper or brush. Support may be found in the Applicants' specification on page 5, 
paragraph [0088], for example. 

Claim 39 has been cancelled. 

Entry of the above amendments and cancellation into the official file is respectfully 
requested inasmuch as the above changes now place the application into final condition for 
allowance. 

Claim 39 stands rejected under 35 USC §102 as being anticipated by Kato. The 
Applicants respectfully submit that this rejection is now moot in view of the cancellation of 
Claim 39. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 29, 32-38, 40, 42-45 and 47-48 stand rejected under 35 USC §102 as being 
anticipated by or, alternatively, under 35 USC §103 as being obvious over Kato. The Applicants 
note with appreciation the Examiner's detailed comments hypothetically applying Kato against 
those claims. The Applicants nonetheless respectfully submit that Kato fails to disclose, teach or 
suggest the subject matter of those claims. 

As noted above, independent Claims 29 and 40 have been amended to recite that the 
ultra-fine fibers are uniformly entangled with each other in the thickness direction. This is 
important since Kato not only fails to disclose such uniform entanglement, but actually leads 
those skilled in the art away from such uniform entanglement. The reasons for this are quite 
clear, namely Kato teaches that the ultra-fine fibers are nonuniformly entangled. 

The Applicants invite the Examiner's attention to multiple locations in Kato for this clear 
disclosure. The first occurrence is in the Abstract wherein the fiber bundles are entangled with 
one another and in which portions A and B are nonuniformly distributed in the direction of fabric 
thickness. Then, the "Summary of the Invention" section of Kato in column 2 repeats that 
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requirement wherein there is nonuniform distribution in the direction of fabric thickness as 

recited in lines 42-43. 

Kato then teaches in column 3 at line 43-47 as follows: 

The objects of the present invention can be accomplished only 
when portions (A) and (B) are nonuniformly distributed in the 
direction of the thickness of the fabric. It is particularly preferred 
that portion (B) be nonuniformly distributed along the surface 
portion. 

The above teachings by Kato are quite compelling. In that regard, it should be noted that not 
only does Kato teach that the portions should be nonuniformly distributed, but also note that the 
objects are achieved "only" when such nonuniform distribution occurs. The Applicants 
respectfully submit that this is a classic instance of the prior art teaching in the opposite direction 
of what is claimed, thereby leading those skilled in the art away from the claimed subject matter. 

Finally, the requirement for nonuniform distribution is such that it is even included in 
Claim 1 of the Kato disclosure. There can be no doubt that it is important in Kato that the 
distribution is nonuniform in the direction of the thickness of the fabric. This is exactly the 
opposite of what the Applicants claim. Thus, the Applicants respectfully submit that Kato does 
not render Claims 29 and 40 anticipated because there is no disclosure of uniform distribution. 
The Applicants also respectfully submit that Kato cannot render Claims 29 and 40 obvious since 
Kato leads those skilled in the art away from the claimed subject matter. Withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 47-48 stand rejected under 35 USC §103 over the combination of Katayama with 
Kato. The Applicants respectfully submit that Katayama fails to cure the deficiencies set forth 
above with respect to Kato. Thus, Claims 47-48 cannot be obvious over the combination of 
Katayama with Kato. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 29, 32, 39, 40 and 44-45 stand rejected under 35 USC §103 as being obvious over 
Tadokoro. The Applicants respectfully submit that Tadokoro fails to disclose, teach or suggest 
the subject matter of Claims 29, 32, 40 and 44-45. The rejection is now moot as it applies to 
cancelled Claim 39. 

The Applicants have amended Claim 40 as noted above to include the tensile strength of 
70N/cm or more in the same manner of Claim 29. This is important with respect to Tadokoro. 
In that regard, Tadokoro fails to disclose the Applicants' claimed range of 70 N/cm or more. 
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However, tensile strengths are disclosed for the Examples and Comparative Examples in 
Tadokoro. This can be seen in Table 1 wherein Examples 1-3 have tensile strengths of 3.3, 3.5 
and 3.1 kg/cm, respectively, and Comparative Examples 1-4 have tensile strengths of 2.0, 2.4, 
3.5 and 3.2 kg/cm, respectively. 

Tables 2, 3, 4 and 6 provide additional Examples and Comparative Examples disclosing 
various tensile strengths approximately in the same range as Table 1. Some entries are a bit 
lower and some are a bit higher. However, the Examples have tensile strengths ranging between 
3.0 and 3.9 kg/cm. 

It should be noted that the units of tensile strength "kg/cm 2 " should be "kg/cm." 
Although Tadokoro uses the unit "kg/cm 2 ," that use is incorrect, "kg/cm" is correct. The 
Applicants enclose the corresponding International publication of Tadokoro (WO 96/20505). All 
data concerning tensile strength are described by unit of "kg/cm." The Applicants thus believe 
that "kg/cm 2 " is an error in translation. 

The tensile strength range of 3.0 and 3.9 kg/cm corresponds to a range of 29 to 38 N/cm. 
It can thus be quickly seen that those tensile strengths are far less than the Applicants' claimed 
range of 70 N/cm or more. In fact, most of the tensile strengths of the Tadokoro products are 
about half of the Applicants' minimum claimed tensile strength. The Applicants therefore 
respectfully submit that their claimed artificial leather sheets and nonwoven fabrics are 
completely different from Tadokoro and are not in any way suggested by Tadokoro. The 
Applicants' claimed materials have a substantially higher tensile strength placing them in a 
performance category that is completely unexpected based on the Tadokoro disclosure. As a 
consequence, the Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 29, 32, 40 and 44-45 are not 
obvious over Tadokoro. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 47-48 stand rejected under 35 USC §103 over the combination of Katayama with 
Tadokoro. The Applicants respectfully submit that Katayama fails to cure the deficiencies set 
forth above with respect to Tadokoro. Withdrawal of the rejection is also respectfully requested. 
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In light of the foregoing, the Applicants respectfully submit that the entire application is 
now in condition for allowance, which is respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 



' T. Daniel f 
Ret No. ; 
Paul A. ' 
feg.No.? 
/Attorneys for Applicants 



TDC/vp 
(215) 656-3381 
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